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I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with 
the United States Postal Service with sufficient postage as first 
class mail in an envelope addressed to: Mail Stop Appeal Brief- 
Patents, Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, 
VA 22313-1450 on 



Date: January 8, 2007 
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Reg, No. 36,197 




Jong H. Lee 



RESPONSE TO NOTIFICATION OF NON-COMPLIANT 
APPEAL BRIEF UNDER 37 CJ.R. S 41,37 (& EXTENSION REOUESTl 

SIR: 

In the "Notification of Non-Compliant Appeal Brief mailed by the PTO 
on November 8, 2006, it was indicated that the "Appeal brief filed on October 3, 2005 
is defective for failure to comply with one or more provisions of 37 C.F.R. 41.37/* 
including: a) the brief does not contain a concise explanation of the subject matter 
required under 37 C.F.R. 41.37(c)(a)(v); and b) the brief should not contain the 
section entitled "grouping of claims." First, Applicants note that the "Notification of 
Non-Compliant Appeal Brief mailed by the PTO on November 8, 2006 is a virtual 
copy of the "Notification of Non- Compliant Appeal Brief mailed by the PTO on 
September 12, 2006, and Applicants further note that "Amended Appeal Brief was 
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mailed on October 11, 2006, which directly addressed the issues raised by the 
Examiner in the "Notification of Non- Compliant Appeal Brief mailed on September 
12, 2006. In this regard, Applicants note that the "Amended Appeal Brief mailed on 
October 11, 2006 does not contain any "grouping of claims," and independent claims 
1 and 11 (including any means-plus-function elements of claim 11) have been fully 
discussed with reference to the specification and the drawings. Applicants note that 
there are no means-plus-function or step -plus-function recitation in any of the 
remaining dependent claims under appeal in this case. 

Independent of the above, Applicants have conferred with the Board of 
Appeals regarding the "Amended Appeal Brief mailed on October 11, 2006, and the 
Board of Appeals confirmed that the "Amended Appeal Brief mailed on October 11, 
2006 was in full compliance with the relevant rules of 37 C.F.R. 41.37. Should the 
Examiner still have question regarding the Applicants' Amended Appeal, the 
Examiner is respectfully requested to contact Mr. Craig Feinberg of the Board of 
Appeals. 

In view of the above. Applicants respectfully request an expedited 
Examiner's Answer. 

A one-month extension of time for a reply to the November 8, 2006 
"Notification of Non- Compliant Appeal Brief is requested. Please charge the $120 
fee for the extension to Kenyon & Kenyon LLP's Deposit Account No. 11-0600. 

Respectfully submitted, 
KENYON & KENYON LLP 

Dated: January 8, 2007 Bv: Xo^;^ LB^ 7^>- J ^f J^Jhtl, 

Gerard A. Messina 
Reg. No. 35,952 
One Broadway 
New York, NY 10004 
(212) 425-7200 
CUSTOMER NO. 26646 
PATENT & TRADEMARK OFFICE 
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